4ge 39] The Finding of the Court of Inquiry     [1808
The finding of the Court was not remarkable for its logic,
it was in fact ambiguous and non-committal. The three
generals got off without any censure, in fact everybody was
in the right.
Sir Arthur Wellesley was right for winning his two battles.
Sir Harry Burrard was not wrong in preventing him from
following up his victory at Vimeiro and finishing off his
job. The Convention of Cintra was also right.
The fact was that the Court had no intention of censuring
Sir Harry or Sir Hew, and as it was impossible to censure Sir
Arthur, every one had to be right, whether logically so, or
otherwise,
Arthur himself, as might be expected, was not enthusiastic
over the result
The report of the Court of Inquiry [he wrote his brother Henry] is
the most extraordinary document I have ever perused* I say nothing of
opinions; for opinions in these days are like colours, matters of taste.
But as far as respects me they have not stated even the facts correctly,
and they have garbled the whole most terribly.1
Nevertheless the main point at issue, viz. the necessity for
the Convention of Cintra under the circumstances, was
definitely proved, and the howling mob was defeated of its
prey. Arthur was neither * hanged, drawn and quartered'
nor * roasted alive *. Instead he returned to Ireland, where
he appears to have been in the best of spirits.
" I think", he wrote from thence, " that I am almost
out of all my old scrapes, and nearly ready to get into
others/'2
He managed to keep out of them, however, and his star,
which had been hidden by dark clouds, now rose once more
triumphantly in the ascendant, and on April 8th a young
General, not yet turned forty, set out for Portsmouth frosi
whence he was to sail for Portugal as Commander-in-CHef
of the British forces assembled in that country*          ,;
lSupp. Despatches, Vol V,j
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